details of over 40 national and local societies, key dates in the suffrage campaign and a list of votes cast by members of parliament for and against the various Edwardian franchise bills.
The Who's Who contains biographical entries on nearly 700 women and 70 men with suffrage connections, and all the major suffrage societies are represented: 37% of women belonged to the National Union of Women's Suffrage Societies (NUWSS), 25% to the WSPU, 12% to the Women's Freedom League (WFL) and the remainder to a variety of other associations, the most popular of which were the Church League for Women's Suffrage and the Conservative and Unionist Women's Franchise Association. Many, but not all, of the biographies follow a format that includes age, address, family background, education, marital status and occupation, together with highlights of individual suffrage careers such as prison terms served, participation in marches and election campaigns, speeches delivered, meetings organised and publications written. It has been labelled "useful and informative", and has been employed extensively to flesh out the lives of suffrage activists and the organisations to which they belonged. [9] It is often cited in key texts on the suffrage movement and has been the subject of an entire article purporting to offer an analysis of the biographies. [10] This, however, should not blind researchers to its undoubted flaws. To begin with, its respondents are not necessarily the most active and prominent members of the suffrage campaign as Park -and the volume's editor -would have us believe. [11] Leonard's Women's Suffrage Propaganda League who worked for suffrage "on purely educational lines"; and Miss Christina Campbell, a member of the WSPU who felt it 4 necessary to state that her suffrage work "has been almost entirely of a secretarial nature."
One reason for the unexpected omissions may be that many entries arrived too late for inclusion, apparently, according to the editor, because of difficulties in contacting potential biographers. This may account for the fact that only 765, not the intended 1,000 entries, were published. It is also possible that some supporters of the cause chose to remain anonymous; even those who did contribute could be guarded about supplying personal information such as home address or date of birth. [12] Nevertheless, although the absence of well-known campaigners could be considered a drawback in an anthology of suffragism's leading lights, it might be seen as a positive advantage in any analysis of the 'ordinary' suffragist.
A survey of the SAWWW should also bear in mind that it was a commercial venture supported by advertisements, notably from Selfridge and Co., the Oxford Street department store which supplied the front cover and a series of advertising slogans on each page of the volume. [13] It was launched probably in mid-1913 following the appearance of a suffrage novel by the same publisher: The Poodle Woman was meant to be the first of a series but it was not well received, causing the project to be shelved. [14] A second edition of the SAWWW and an enlarged 1914 production were also promised but failed to appear, not because war intervened, as Park suggests, but as a result of the publisher's misjudgement of sales potential for books on suffrage. [15] A review of The Poodle Woman, though finding it "insufficiently stimulating", had commended its appearance: "time was when commercial success was incompatible with suffrage propaganda". [16] In all likelihood it remained so, not helped by the unfortunate publication date during the first six months of the WSPU arson campaign. Any market that may have existed probably went up in smoke along with the pillar boxes, public buildings and private homes set alight in 1913 and renewed sponsorship for the SAWWW may have proved impossible in this climate. For whatever reason, the 'annual' remained a one-off.
The entries themselves also present certain difficulties for historians. No attempt was made by the editor to restrict space: the length of biographies therefore varies from two lines to an entire page, and the content from modesty to self-aggrandisement. The foreword also states that "no biography, worthy of admission, has been omitted" but this policy has certain disadvantages. Firstly, personal composition reflects views, emphasis and experience through the eyes of the writer. The result is a subjective portrait, coloured by use of language and the author's sense of self. [16] While this provides fascinating insights into the way individuals perceived themselves and their attachment to the suffrage movement, it has resulted in an uneven presentation of material. Some contributions include personal details such as date of marriage, number of children, educational achievements and recreations; many concentrate almost exclusively on suffrage involvement with imprisonment, demonstrations and speeches to the fore -a tendency particularly noticeable with the more militant WSPU members.
Others say little about suffrage and instead seem keen to make an impression on the reader, appearing to seize the Edwardian equivalent of Warhol's 'fifteen minutes of fame'. Lady Dorothea Gibb, for example, wrote that she was stoned "for being the fourth woman in York to ride a safety bicycle" and declared that "all the world was shocked" when she allowed her daughter to ride astride a saddle but she disclosed nothing of her suffrage life except her membership of the NUWSS. Mrs Jacobina Cursiter was proud to reveal that she was among the first to attend lectures given to women at Glasgow University but, although she was Honorary Secretary of the Orcadian Women's Suffrage Society, she made no other mention of suffrage work. The entry for 'Lady Stout' (no first name supplied), President of the Australian and New Zealand Women Voters' Committee in London announced that she "is one of the most popular women in the Empire", and must surely have been written by the editor. Similar examples of this type suggest that 'A.J.R.', short of genuine self-penned biographies, composed some him/herself from readily available sources.
A self-selected sample of individuals is also unlikely to be representative of suffrage societies, their regional strength or the age, class and marital status of activists, a defect which somewhat undermines the volume as a basis for studying the social composition of the movement. On close examination it becomes clear that whole families living at the same ever-growing body of historical evidence on women's lives has largely ignored recreation.
[18] Social historians seem to have regarded female leisure as an oxymoron. The topic has been addressed more commonly by sports historians who have often viewed female participation in sport as part of the general movement towards emancipation. [19] However, until recently there has been more emphasis on aspects such as the development of physical recreation in schools and colleges and the problems of feminine attire in sport than on the significance of sporting activities for adult women [20] enabling one sports historian to assert that, even in 1914, sport was still "essentially a male phenomenon." [21] It is therefore surprising to note its importance and that of physical exercise in the pages of the Suffrage Annual. Table 1 shows that 314 profiles list recreations and, of these, 178 (56%) include a sporting activity. According to these biographies, cycling is more popular than needlework, golf more favoured than painting and swimming preferred to photography.
Nearly 100 women mention only outdoor exercise. Of these one-third took part in field sports (hunting, shooting, fishing), horse-riding and golf, activities that were largely restricted to the comfortably-off middle classes. [22] Golf, in particular, had become a popular game for The editor of Woman's Golf in the weekly magazine Golf Illustrated certainly had no hesitation in stating that "if golf and conscientious convictions were at war in the breast of the most ardent Suffragette, we feel that golfing instinct would somehow come before political hysteria." [24] Hunting, once the prerogative of the aristocracy, now boasted "as many women as men in the field" [25] and The Gentlewoman, a 'quality' weekly, ran a regular column on hunting Edwardians who seemed to prefer the thrill of the chase and the skills of gun and rod. [28] Nearly 40% of the entire sample took their exercise in the form of walking or cycling, a pastime that became extremely popular for both men and women in the late nineteenth century and whose social impact is difficult to exaggerate. "The New Woman, pedalling her way to freedom" came to epitomise changing times. [29] Miss Mary Trott of the WFL, an assistant schoolmistress from Cheshire, listed swimming, music and all outdoor pursuits as her recreations but laid particular emphasis on cycling, her record for 1912 being 130 miles.
Bicycles were particularly useful to suffrage campaigners -the town of Newbury was said to have a "bicycling corps" of women who would ride to outlying villages and canvass support.
[30] According to one historian, the bicycle not only became an instrument of radical propaganda, especially in the hands of the Clarion Cycling Clubs, but a weapon in the campaign against the male golfing establishment 'with bicycle-borne suffragettes causing unpleasant things to happen between tee and green.' [31] According to the SAWWW, favourite indoor pursuits were still the traditional female interests of reading, music, needlework and painting while the most frequent non-sporting an organiser in the WSPU, had been one of the first suffragettes to be forcibly fed, and was charged with attempting to set fire to a grandstand at a Leeds football ground in November 1913; she also mentions gardening as a favourite recreation.
Overall, nearly 100 separate pastimes are featured at least once. The recreations of the 314 women in the survey are both eclectic and surprising and it would seem that suffrage women were fairly typical of the period in undertaking a wide range of hobbies, particularly physical exercise. Although the most strenuous pastimes such as rowing and mountaineering were largely restricted to women aged under 35, many other activitiestennis, golf, swimming, cycling -were continued into middle age, as they would often be in 13 present day society. Unfortunately a lack of evidence may prevent historians from ever knowing the extent to which such ordinary recreations were jettisoned by suffrage activists at the height of their involvement in the movement. It cannot be assumed, however, that every spare moment was devoted to suffrage work or that mere supporters denied themselves everyday pleasures. These, in turn, were not confined to the amusements mentioned above. in London -facilitated a day trip to the city for out-of-towners; friends could meet for lunch and linger for afternoon tea, advertised at Selfridges as "a home away from home." [45] Gordon Selfridge claimed to have helped emancipate women by building a "private place in public", "a rest cure" from the hurly burly of the city.
[46] Within the store were a silence room, library, and reading and writing rooms where visitors could deal with correspondence or leaf through papers and magazines as though relaxing at a private club. This was the image that a store such as Selfridges chose to convey in its advertisements: "the Modern Woman's Club-store" and "a Club and Rendezvous as well as a Store" were only two that emphasised the friendly, sociable atmosphere of the establishment. [47] The final society seal of approval was obtained in March 1914 when titled ladies agreed to serve behind the counters for a day, the proceeds destined for training schools for mothers in Poplar and Stepney. [48] 14
Although Selfridge marketed his store as a source of entertainment, and shopping as "a delightful and respectable middle-class female pastime" [49] , the Edwardian woman, unlike her twenty-first century counterpart, would not have listed shopping as a recreational activity.
Membership of a club, however, was worth acknowledging and many contributors to the SAWWW did so. Ladies' clubs of various types had made their appearance in the last quarter of the nineteenth century, not only in London but in many British towns and cities. Edinburgh These, in addition to at least 35 London establishments, have been heralded as an offshoot of "the enormous growth of associational culture" in late Victorian Britain [51] , as a means of allowing women "to enter the masculine world of the city" [52] and as a focus for "independent working women who lacked social contacts." [53] Whatever their rationale, they assembled under one roof those with shared interests (for example, the Suffrage Club), backgrounds (the University Club for Ladies) and views (the Imperial club for Conservative and Unionist women). Many modelled themselves on London male clubs with dining, smoking and drawing rooms, as well as libraries and silence areas. Some offered an address in the capital for those from 'the provinces' together with bedrooms whose comfort equalled that of a first-class hotel. They also provided somewhere to entertain and socialise respectably in the public domain, somewhere to change before an evening out and somewhere to conduct business -whether interviewing domestic servants or meeting literary editors.
As department stores promoted shopping as a form of entertainment to while away daytime hours, so many clubs offered a range of leisure activities in the evening. Lectures and debates, concerts and formal dinners were organised, particularly in those that catered for the modern, 'professional' woman. The Pioneer was founded in London in 1892 as "a home for women of advanced views" [54] and held a weekly club dinner followed by a debate; the Sesame (1895) organised a literary and educational programme; the Glasgow Lady Artists, formed by exstudents of the College of Art, not only hosted concerts but exhibitions of members' work. Such respectability frequently came at a price. Although a club offered opportunities to entertain friends or business colleagues, it could not always be done cheaply: luncheon in particular was said to be more expensive than at equivalent male institutions. [61] According to Griffiths, the reason for higher charges at women's clubs was the requirement to make a profit when income was generally less than in male establishments and finance was dependent on the number of subscriptions rather than their size. [62] At fifteen guineas, however, the annual fee for a club such as the Empress was comparable with the fashionable Carlton club for men. This not only allowed it to employ one of the best orchestras in London [63] but also to offer a lower rate to country members -Irish and Scots women paid as little as five guineas. Even this amount was substantially greater than the subscription for a club such as the Pioneer (two guineas) or the popular International Women's Franchise (IWF) which charged only one guinea, or as little as half a guinea for Irish, Scots or overseas members.
Another method of defraying costs was to admit men at a higher rate, a solution obviously unacceptable to the many clubs that chose a women-only existence.
Club membership was often restricted quantitatively or qualitatively as well as by ability to pay. The Writers' Club (1892) and the University Club for Ladies (1887) were each limited to 300 members. The Lyceum was only open to women who had published an original work on literature, journalism, science or music, those with university qualifications or, somewhat lamely for a forward-thinking organisation, the wives and daughters of "distinguished men." by 'philanthropic ladies' for the benefit of tailors, costume makers and factory hands, "gratis evening performances are given by lady amateurs, especially on Saturdays to keep them from 'the low music-halls." [67] It is no surprise to discover that none of the SAWWW entrants belonged to the latter establishments.
Both early and late twentieth-century male writers agreed that the burgeoning of ladies' clubs was the result of female emancipation and an increase in the employment of middle-class women. Rubinstein also suggests that they were assisted by a rise in the number of those with their own disposable wealth. [68] Alice Zimmern, whose biography appeared in SAWWW, thought the arrival of ladies' clubs was a sign of the times and "a significant feature of a changing age." [69] Philippa Levine, writing almost a century later, saw them as "a valuable escape route" and an alternative social environment to the home. [70] From the suffrage perspective, Crawford portrayed them as "fertile seed beds" for nurturing the campaign and useful meeting places for tea and talk after processions and demonstrations. [71] Other feminists, however, have been less positive about the women's club movement. It has been argued that, far from opening up the public sphere, the advent of female clubs simply herded women into private enclaves within it. [72] They have also been depicted as snobbish, cliqueridden and unfriendly, criticisms that could surely be levelled at equivalent male establishments or at a great many societies in any period. [73] A further difficulty in analysing the women's club is the paucity of evidence. Few records exist, resulting in an over-dependence on journal articles published in the 1890s when their novelty 18 was worth reporting. [74] There is scant information on changes or developments that may have taken place in the Edwardian period as the second generation of clubwomen entered their portals and it seems likely that the original clubs failed to move with the times. In 1882 a founder member of the Glasgow Society of Lady Artists thought that "we were looked upon as just a little fast! The same as when girls started cycling …" [75] In 1908 it was faced with a proposal to change its name to the more feminist 'Women Artists' but although there was said to be an overwhelming majority in favour, the Victorian name was retained in deference to the views of three pioneer members. Century were all founded between 1904 and 1911and it is to these institutions that over half the SAWWW sample belonged.
It is not possible to say why some individuals joined a club while others refrained but of the 692 entrants in SAWWW, 250 (36%) were members of 42 separate institutions. Furthermore, nearly half of these were women who failed to list any recreations. By adding the two groups together, 'recreationalists' and 'clubbers' accounted for 63% of the total, implying that almost two-thirds of suffrage activists had an interest in or an opportunity to sample hobbies and organised entertainments, often beyond the home. Although the majority belonged to only one club, roughly 25% held membership of two, three or even four. In these cases the women usually cited either a London and a provincial club, or one of the two London suffrage clubs plus another ladies' establishment in the capital. Twenty-four of these were mentioned but only five attracted a significant number of suffrage members. The membership of non-suffrage establishments is more likely to impart the flavour of Edwardian ladies' clubs and define their nature and composition in the years before 1914.
According to the SAWWW sample, their clientele was overwhelmingly middle-aged or elderly, with 62% aged 45 and over. Not surprisingly, suffrage society affiliations leaned heavily towards the less militant sections of the movement -only 14% belonging to the WSPU or WFL -but single women only just outnumbered married. This might appear to contradict the view that clubland was the haunt of the working spinster, the new professional and the 'mannish' feminist. [81] It may also be a reflection of the age and numerical advantage of constitutionalists in the biographies.
A closer inspection of three clubs paints a more vivid picture. The Albemarle, for instance, was founded in 1881 and was open to both sexes. In 1913, ten of the suffrage sample claimed membership, including Millicent Fawcett, and on closer inspection they shared many similarities. All belonged to either the CUWFA or the NUWSS, and had been or were still married. Most had homes in London, half were over 65 years old and if all ten had met on club premises, it would have been a prestigious gathering, boasting five Presidents and two
Vice-Presidents of their respective societies. It may also have been a serious occasion as only three of the ten mentioned any recreations, and these were largely restricted to walking, reading and attending lectures or concerts. Only the youngest, a woman of 54, admitted to the more adventurous pastime of motoring: little wonder that she also belonged to the reputedly livelier Pioneer club. Here a further seven members pursued some active hobbies including ski-ing, caravan and cycle camping, digging and foreign travel as well as the more sedate music and reading but once again, the majority were over 50 years old. If this group is an accurate reflection of the Pioneer in 1913, the 'woman of advanced views' was now a mature matron rather than a modern miss, though her attitudes may have been no less ardent.
The nine Sesame club members, however, were a younger and more diverse set altogether and their club was open to men as well as women. Although most belonged to the NUWSS, they included the thirty-three-year-old Una Duval, wife of Victor and member of the WSPU.
Catherine Marshall, an activist in the NUWSS in London and her home town of Keswick, was the same age; both she and her mother Caroline were members. Catherine seemed to regard sport as an important leisure activity. In 1909 she had sought "a keen suffragette" to help out in Cumberland, perhaps combining useful work for the cause with a pleasant holiday in the district, whose chief delights she enumerated as good bathing and mountain climbing, and excellent golf links. Better still, she suggested that a party of friends with bicycles could cover the whole area as speakers and still have time for its sporting attractions. 
